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In our Ordexr of September 27, 1596, we held South Carolina
Senate Districts 29, 34, and 27, as contained in tie 1995 Sernate
cricting Plan to be unconstitutional, because they were
craated with the race of the residents as the predominant factor.
, Smith v. Beasley, 946 F. Supp. 1174 (D.S.C. 1996). We
concluded that these disctricts wviolated the egual protection
clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States

Constitution as interprected by the Supreme Court in Miller .
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Johnson, |G = ; 115 8.0k 2475, 132 1:Ed4.24 762 (1585},

Shaw v. Hunt, H:5. ; 116 5.Cr. 1894, 135 L.Ed 24 207
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In that Order, we denied the plaintiffg: Tequest to enjoin
the 189%¢ General Elections and elections Procesded pursuant to
the 1995 plan. The South Carolina Geners]l Assembly was given
until April 1, 1997 to adopt new plans to remedy the
constitutional vielations in the House and Senate districts and
to have such new plans pre-cleared under Section 5 of the Voting
Rights Act. Our Order also provided that if the General Assembly
did not proceed to bPass and pre-clear new districts prior to
April 1, 1997, this court would impose its own plan,

On February 19, 1997, the state submitted for Section 5
Ireview a new Districting Plan for the Senate which altered seven
of the forty-six Senate districts. This plan, H.3002Z, did not
meet the approval of the United States Attorney General, who
imposed a timely ocbjection on April 1, 1997. This objection is
only to District 37 and is based upon the conclusion that: "The
State has not met its burden of demonstrating that the
significant reduction in voting strength was necessary for the
StAte to comply with the Smith court’s Order. In H.3002, the
BVAP in District 37 is reduced from 55.53 percent under the 1955
plan, which was held to be unconstituctional, to 42.56 percent.
As an additional ground for rejecticn, the Attorney General
stated that the new configuration of Distriect 37 "represents a

clear viglation of Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act."
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By letter of May 14, 1987, the Attorney General acknowledged
that pre-clearance under Secticn 5 may not be denied selely on
the basis of an alleged Section 2 viclation under the recent
decision in Reno v. Bossier Parish School Board, U.5.

(Mey 12, 1997).

Secause the Attorney Ceneral's cobjection was only as :to
District 37, this court gave the Senate until May 19, 1357 to
cure the objection, but the Senate has advised rhe court that it
has not been able to agree on a plan. Therefore, this court
reluctantly assumes the responsibility of fashioning a remedial

plan in order that candidates may stand for election in the new

[o ¥

istricts in November 1997 as provided in our prior order.

Prior to trizl, the South Carolina Senate filed a morion
asking this court to adopt its 1997 plan as an Interim Plan for
the Special Electicns of 1997, notwithstanding the objection
imposed by the Attorney Genersal, and to allow the General
Assembly another opportunity to adopt an acceptable plan in 19%8.
This motion to adopt KE.3002 as an interim plan is denied. The
Attorney General has refused to pre-clear the plan and exigent
circumstances do not exist that would justify this court
adopting, even on an interim basis, that portion of the plan to
wnich the Attorney General cbjectsd. Howsver, the Atcorney
General concedes that the court may include in its plan of
reapportionment aspects of the 18297 Senate plan to which the
Attorney General did not object. Therefore, we will not disturb

the new Districts 28, 29, and 31 as contained in H.3002. The
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configuration of these districts were changed to correct the

gefects found in District 29 by cur September 1996 Order. Our

i

plan also leaves intact all of the other districts contained in
E.3002 except Districts 32, 34, 37, 38 and 44. It has been
necessary to change Districts 32, 34, 38 and 44 because of the
ripple effect of the changes necessary to bring Discriect 37 into
compliance with constitutional and statutory requirements.

On May 13, 1837, the court received new evidence including

cestimony, maps, and population figures, with breakdown as to

[

race and voting age population, and we heard legal arguments, all

of which have been of assistance to us in preparing the remedial
plan hereinafter set forth., Based upon this evidence, we make
the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.

Several plans were presented. The plaintiff, Greg Smith,
who had been the Senator representing District 34 prior to his
defeat in 1996, submitted a plan that was directed primarily to
reshaping District 34. This plan would have left the district
without an incumbent and would have changed eleven districts
thereby creating the need for eleven special elections. This
blan did little to cure the objections to District 37, so it is

While H.3002 was before the Department of Justice (DOJ) for

nsideration under Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, the ACLU,
which is representing the defendant-intervenors, submitted to the
Attorney General "an illustrative plan®" which the DOJ found "does

not diminish black voting strength [in District 37] to the degres
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seen in the Senate’'s proposed plan and does not reduce black

voting strength significantly in neighboring majority black

=

districrs." The ACLU czlled as its expert witness William Cooper
to present and sxplain te the court this "illustrative plan.®
This was a great waste of the court’s time. It was cbvious from
the examination and cross-examination of this witness that his
scle purposs was Lo create a plan that would prowvide District 37
with & BVAP majority. To accomplish this, he would redraw the
lines of sixteen senatorial distriects, thereby reguiring sixteen
special electicons and having one-third of the South Carolina
Senators run for reelection this year to cure what he saw as the
problems in one district. Witk all of this additional effort,
inconvenisnce, and expense, his plan would produce a BVAP of only
50.8 percent in District 37.

The witness seemed to have little understanding of the
necessity of establishing a legal "benchmark" in these cases to
datermine whether or not there had been retrogression. It 1s
truly amazing that DOJT gave any consideration te this person's

plan, but both its letter of April 1, 199%7 denying pre-clearance

and its lestter of May 14, 1997 denying reconsideration rely upon
this "illustrative plan." We view this plan in the purer light
reflected by cross-examination of its proponent and find it

t is & continuation of DOJ's efforts

[
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grally lacking in merit.
to assign pecple to voting districts because of their race,
The Senate did not submit a new plan for redistricting

District 37. However, the Senate Judiciary Subcommittes on




Reapportionment and Redistricting had a numper of meetings and
considered several plans, but no plan received sufficient votes

co be reported to the floor of the Senate. Three of the plans (

'Q

submistad to the subcommittee were introduced into evidence, and
we found them to be guite helpful. The Ravensal Plan was

presentsd by Senator Arthur Ravenel, a white Republican

representing District 34; the Matthews Plan was sponsored by
Senator John W. Matthews, Jr., a black Democrat representing

Sistrict 39; and the McGill Plan was from Senator Yancey McGill,
5 white Democrat representing District 32. We have borrowed from -
sach of these plans in drawing the new boundaries for District 37 |

and the changes that this has necessitated in Districts 32, 34, w

n preparing our plan, we have followed closely the
guidelines adopted by the Senate Judiciary’s Subcommittee on

medistcricting and Reapporticnment as set forcth in Smith, 946

F.Supp. at 117%. We have also been guided by White V. Weiser,
£12 T.S. 7B3 (1973), which Iastructs district courts in
Zzshicning & reapportionment plan not to preempt the legislative
rask or to intrude upon State policy any more than necessary. Ino
Weiser, the Court stated that in choosing betwsen two plans, the

discrict court "should have implemented [the plan maintaining the
basic district configuration of the legislature’s plan], which
more closely approximated the apporticnment plan of the state
legislature while satisfying constitutional reguirements.” 412

U.c. =t 7395, We have also been guided by Upham v. Seamon, 456




U.S. 37 (1982), in which the Court stated, "we have never said

that the entry of an objecticn by the Attorney General to anv

part of the state plan grants the district court che suthority to

Attorney General." We have modified the H.3002 nlzan only as

necessary to cure any constitutional and statutory defect.

The court plan achieves the goal of population eguality with

ittle mere than de minimis variation among districts as reguired

by Chapman . Meier, 420 U.S. 1 (1875}, The deviation is -0.01

In our Qrder of September 19%6; a majority of the court
found thar Distcrict 37 was unconstitutional hecause it was drawn
with race as the predominant factor. We made the following

indings of fact as to this district:

Discrict 37 is comprised of portion of
five countiss: Berkelsy, Charleston,
Colleton, Dorchester, and Georgetown. Senate
Disgstrict 37 in the 8.9 plan contains no whole
counties.

District 37 takes in substanrial
porticns of Berksley and Dorchester Counties.
It follows the northern and western perimeter
of the Charleston metropolitan area and also
protrudes into Georgetown and Colleton
Counties, neither of which are in the
metyopolitan region. The district meanders
around the axis of U. 5. Highway 17 (Alt.},
stretching east to west I[rom Georgetown to
Monck's Corner (Berkeley County) to
Summerville (Dorchester County) and to
Walterboro (Colleton County). Sese Appendix
K. & traveler following this route, itself
g8 miles long, would pass into and out of
District 37 several times and would miss a
great deal of this district.




District 37 includes 28 rercent of
Berkeley County, a county with 24 percent
BPOP and 22.5 percent BVAP. The section of
Berkeley County included in District 37 has
S5 percent BPOP and 52 percent BVAP, District
37 includes 2 percent of Charleston County, a
county with 35 percent BPOP and 31 percent
BVAP. The section of Charlescon County
included in District 37 has 75 Percent BROP
and 73 percent BVAP. District 37 contains 41
percent of Colleton County, a county wich 485
percent BPOP and 42 percent BVAP. The
portion of Colleton County in Distriet 37 has
52 percent BPOP and 48 percent BVAD.

District 37 contains 14.5 percent of
Dorchester County, a gounty with 23 percent
BPOP and 22 percent 3VAP. The section of
Dorchester County ineluded in District 37 has
57 percent BPOP and 55 percent BVAP.

District 37 contains 15 percent of Georgetown
County, a county with 43 percent BPOP and 38
percent BVAP. The section of Georgetown
included in District 37 has a BPOP of 75
percent and a BVAP of 72 percent.

District 37 carves up the municipalities
¢f Georgetown, Monck's Corner, Summerville,
and Walterboro, The section of District 37
in Summerville (a predominantly white city)
is about four blocks wide and extracts 2,239
people, three-fourths of whom are black.
Summerwville has 17 percent BVAP overall, but
the sesction of Summerville in District 37 has
76 percent BVAP. [District 37 encircles
Monck's corner, most of which is in District
44, but takes in 2,354 people, 54 percent
BVAEP. Monck's Corner as a whole has 33
percent BVAP, and the section of Walterboro
in District 37 has 55 percent BVAP,

Senate District 37 divides 24 VIDs.
Several of these VIDs are split along racial
lines. In Berkeley County, Districtc 37
splits five VIDs. In the Berkeley VTD,
District 37 includes 1,439 people with 42 .68
percent BVAD, whereas District 44 includes
1,022 people with 3.38 percent BVAP. 1In
Cordesville, District 37 includes B98 peocple
with 61.60 percent BVAP, and District 44
contains 509 pecple with 17.76 percent EBVAP.
In Menck's Cornexy, District 37 contains 4,859
with 52.04 percent BEVAP, and District 44

B




contains 4,957 with 11, 08 par c=nt BUhP In
”harlﬂsLan County, Discrige
VIDs. In Chrier Church 7, ﬁi”,_
;thh_ts S84 people with 73.43 pe
nd District 3z includes 1,053 wi
ﬁVﬁP In Georgstown County, Georgecown is
splic mﬁtwee* District 34, taking 614 Deople
ith 8,70 Dercent BVAP, atc District 37
Laklnu 8142 pzopls with &5.58 Dercent EBVAD,
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346 F.Supp. at 1204-5.

District 37 in the vouse Plan corrects many of these
cbjections.
Ko part of Georgetown County is in the new district. It is

made up of parts of Berkeley, Charleston, Colleton, and
Dorchester Ccunties._ It contains 75,067 residents of which 51.¢6
percent live in Berkeley, 1.95 percent in Charleston, 30.05
Pereent in Colleton, and 16.39 percent in Dorchester. The black

Eopulation is 48.65 percent with a 45.81 percent BVAP. The

gistrict no longer splits the towns of Georgetown,

McClellanville, Moncks Corner or Walterboro. District 34 now
contains all of Georgetown and McClellanville. District 37 has
all cf Moncks Corner and Walterboro. It scill has a small

portion of Summerville. The Drior, unconstitutional DigErice 37

split 24 VTDs, the cour: plan splits but 4.

-]

he former land bridges and Strangely shaped arms, legs and
sppendages are gone. The new district is not as COMDEACE a5 we
might desire, but water, gecgraphy, population and politics make

periectly shaped districts in this part of South Carolina

impossible.
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The plan established in this o

Sections 2 and 5 of the Voting Rights acc. In Reno v. Bos

Parish, supra, Justice 0’Connor clarifies

recuiremencs o

cpinien.

the intent ang

I both sections beginning at page 6 aof the 5

' e

Secticon 2 .

of eradicating voting practices that
mize or cancel out the voting strength
and political effectivensss of minority
groups, " ES.Rep.No. 97-417, supra at 28.
Under this broader mandate, s 2 bars all
States and their politiecal subdivisions from

"mini

maintaining any voting "

Or procedure” that results in a denial o

abridgement of the right .

Eoc vote on

dccount of race or color." 42 U.s.C. =
a)l. A voting practice is impermissibly
dilutive within the meaning of s 2

19373

{iii)
as a

if based on the totaliry of the
circumstances, it is shown that the
political processes leading toe
nomination or election in the State
or political subdivision are not
equally open to participation by
[members of a class defined by race
or color] in that its members have
less opportunity than other members
of the electorate to participate in
the political process and to elect
representatives of their choice. 42
UJ.8.C. 8 1973 (b) ,

was designed as a means

standard, Practice,

A plaintiff claiming vete dilution under
8 2 must initially establish that: (i} " [the

racial group] is sufficiently large and
geographically compact to constitute 3

majority in a single-member districk; " (ii)
the group is "Dolitically cohesive;" and
"the white majeority votes sufficiently

bloc to enable it usually to

defeat the minority's preferred candidate
Thernburg v. Gingles, 478 U.S. 30, 50-51,
2752, 92 L.EdA.2d 25 (19B6); Growe v.

2. EL.

Emison, 507 U.S., 25, 40, 113 S.Ct. 1075,
2d 388 (1593). The plaintiff must alse
demonstrate that the totality of the

L.Ed,
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rder passes mustaer under
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circumstances supports a finding that the

voting scheme is dilutive. Johnson v.
'_-___gu.'f-.. L2 HLg, 8957 I031, T94 S0ty 2647,
129 L.Ed.2d 775 (18%4); see Gingles, supra at

44-45 {lTstlng factors to be considered by a
court in assessing the totality of the
ci cumstances). Because the véry concept of
te dilution implies--zsnd, indesd,
essitates-- the existence of an

diluted" practice against which the fact
of dilution may be measured, a s 2 plaintiff
must alsc postulate a reasonable alternative
voting practice to serve as the benchmark
'undiluted" wvoting practice. Holder v. Hall,
512 U.5. at 881 (plurality opinion}; id., at
§50-%51 (Blackmun, J., dissenting).
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Sut s 5, we have held, is designed to
combat only those effects that are
retrogressive.

* * * ® %

In Heer, we held that 5 5 prohibited

only retrogressive effects and further

observed that "an amelicrative new

legislative apporticnment cannct violate s &

unless the new apportionment itself so

discriminates on the basis of race or color

a5 to vieclate the Constitution." 42 U.5. at

1Ll

The court plan does not violats Section 2 because it does

not result in the denisl or abridgement of the right to vote on
account of race or color. We have considered the Gingles factors
in crafting the new plan. In cur prior decision, we held that
racial block voting exists throughout ths state of South
Carolina., This block voting is trues of both the white and black
races. However, the first Gingles factor is not met as to

Districz 37 in the ecourt plan. There is no minority group within

the distcrict sufficiently large and geographically compact so as

1l



Lo constitute a majority. The rsason District 37 was found
unconstitutional under the prior plan was that every sffort was

made to assign voters to this district based upon the vorers’
race. To cure this constitutional viclation in Distric:s 37 and
Distzict 34, it was necessary for the court to follow noarmal
bractices in drawing linss and not divide towns, cities, hamlers
and precincts according to race. The BVAP has been increased in

District 34 under the court's plan because Georaetown is no

longer divided according te race and neither is McClellanville,

P

District 37 is bounded on: three sides by black majority
senacorial districts. Any effort to bring more bhlacks into
Distriect 37 will reduce the number in contiguous Districts 32,

he efforts of the expert William Cooper to create a
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o 0.8 percent in this district by changing 16

2]
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majerity o

ricts is impractical and would be unconstitutional
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because it assigns voters to the district primarily because of

n Renc v. Bossier Parish, the court found that Section 5 of
the Voting Rights Act "is designed to combat only those effects
Lhat are retrogressive." Slip op. at 7.

This court's remedial plan for District 37, for the
adjeining districts which have been changed to reconfigure
District 37 and for the remaining senate districts is not
retrogressive., In considering this issue, & comparison is made
petween the new plan and the "benchmark plan."' We have already

decided the appropriate benchmark. See Smith, 946 F.Supp at

12



1209, "lalny benchmark for cthe House or the Senate should be the

i)

by the Gsnersl Assembly that

[

e

i
[,

last plan that was legally

Opr
has nct heen st aside by the court or superseded by action of
the General Assembly that has not besn alcersd by the courc."
This holding is the law of this case and is binding on the
parties, It is in keseping with Johnson v. Miller III, 928 F.
Sepp. 1529 (5.D, Ga. 19%6). In our September order, we sxplain
that the Burton court plan could not be a benchmark because it
had been set aside by the Supreme Court. It cannot be the 1995

plan because we found parts of it unconstituticnal in our

i

gptember 1956 Order.
The prier plan that meets our definition of "benchmark” is
the 1984 Senate plan as adjusted for the 1950 Census. The 1984

lan is the last plan that has not been set aside by the court or

Jr1_

uperseded by action of the General Assembly that has not been

til
o)
[
-
4]
3

t

leered by the court.

i

The 1984 Senate plan had 7 BVAP districts. With adjustments
or “he 1990 Census, there ware § BVAP, ¢ 9 is the benchmark.
District 37 in 1984 was 30.91 percent black and had a dramatic
increase in white population by 1990. Under the court plan,
District 37 will have a BVAP of 45.81 percent, so there is no
retrogression in the district or in the state as our plan has 10
BVAP majority districts.

The DOJ arguss that the benchmark to be used for measuring
retrogression is the unconstitutional plan embodied in Act No. 43

(1995) "modified to address the constitutional informities in

13




thac plan identified by the court." This is nst a benchmark
ause it is no identifiable and constant standard. Who decides
whether the plan has been properly modified? Who decides when
the unconstitutional plan has become censtitutional? When ths
court suggested that no one could adhere to such a subjective
standard, a DOJ attorney stated that DOJ would advise the state,
This 1s an open invitation to arbitrary and capricious decisions,

but it the attitude of DOJ throughout this

is typical o
licigation. It refuses to be bound or even guided by Supreme
Court decisionsz. In Reno v. Bossier Parish, the court criticized
the Department’'s reliance on a hypothetical plan finding "the
upshot of this [DOJ] position is to shift the focus of s 5 from
non-retrogression to vote dilution, and to change the 5 5
benchmark from a jurisdiction’'s existing plan to a hypothetical,
undiluted one." Id. at 7.

The Justice Department’'s benchmark argument is also in
viclation of its own regulations, See 28 C.F.R. 8 51.54(b}) which
prevides that the benchmark comparison "shall be with the last

legally enforceable practice or procedure used by the

The Department of Justice also argues that the ACLU

ilivstrative plan includes = reasonably compact majority black

2

istrict 37 that would appear te address the court'’s concerns.

il

1, it is gobvicus that the DOJ has learned nothing from Shaw

el
S\
=
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v. Reno, Miller v. Johnson, and Shaw v. Hunt. It is continuing

L

in its effort to assign voters to voting districts based upon the

14
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race. As we have explainad zbove, the ACLU rlan proposes to

cnange 1§ Senatorial districts te give District 37 a black

-

majority of only S50.8 percent, and such = super human effort ta

create a BVAP majority assigns voters by race and violates rhe

f

Constituticon.
In preparing this remedial plan, the court has followed the

four basic principles applicable to court ordered redistricting.

'

irst, the plan corrects the constitutional vielatione found by

the court in ics September 1996 order. Second, the plan adheres

to the one-person, one-vote reguirement of the equal protection
clause. The deviation is only :1. o percent. Third, the plan

complies with both Section 2 and Section 5 of the Vating Rights

ACt. As we have set forth above, both sections have been
considered and the plan is in compliance with both. And, fourth,

~
4

452

(@]
-
i

= is a minimal disruption of the plan enacted by the General

A=

n

embly, and the plan alters only those districts necessary to
reconfigure the unconstitutional districts. To correct the

defects we originally found in Districts 29, 34 and 37, it has

1]

been necessary to change the lines of only 8 districts. Three of
these (28, 29 and 31) were changed by the General Assembly in
H.3002 and are not changed in the court plan.

The Scouth Carclina Senate has confessed that it has been and
will be unable to adopt a districting plan and have it pre-
cleared by DOJ in time to have elections in 1987. The citizens
in the distriects that have besen found to be unconstitutional are

entitled to relief without further delay, therefore, it is

=
Ln




necessary that this court plan be put in place immediately so

elections may be conducted this year.

IT IS ORDERED that the redistricting plan for the South

rolina Senate shall be as (1) the 38 senate distcric-s that zare

unchanged by this Order and are more particularly described in

H

E.3002, which is incorporated herein by reference, and (2) the 8
senate districkts, 28, 29, 31, 32, 34, 37, 38 and 44 as shown on
the map, Appendix A, and described by precincts, tracts and
blocks in Appendix B. This plan shall govern the 1897 special
elections in the 8 districts set forth above, which are changed

this plan, and all future elections for all seats in the South

We realize that District 28 is not compact, but it was
cr=ated by the General Assembly and cleared by DOJ. It has not

been challenged by the plaintiffs, and we will not discurb it.

ion Summary Report of the court
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plan and reflects the total population, racial composition and
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percent of deviatien for each district.,
IT I5 FURTHERED ORDERED that the esight new election

. 34, 37, 38 and 44) shall conduct a

Id

gistricts. (28, 29, 3L, 3

specizl election on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in

R ==
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Movember 19%7. The members =0 elected shall serve for terms of

o expire on the Monday following the 2000 general

£t
LA
Ll
i
i
by
I
it
=
mn
rt

As to these special elections, the following
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(1) The dates for #i ing for all candid

i
[
i
n

sesking nominatiecn oy
itical party primary or politzzal party convention are
between noon on June second and neon on June sixteenth:

{2) the date for filing the notiece of candidacy and pledge is Iy
nioon on June sixteenth.

(3) certification of the names of all candidates to be placed on
brimary ballcots must be made by the polirical parcy chairman,
vice chairman, or SECTerary to the State Election Commission or
the County Election Commission, whichever is responsible under
1aW Ior preparing the ballot, not later than noen on June
sighteenth;

(¢) the date of the primary election is the second Tuesday in
August and if any run-off primary elections are necessary they
must be held on August twenty-sixth;

5) &1l candidates seeking nomination by petition must file these

betitions with the State Electian Commission no later than noon

(8) the names of all nominees to be placed on the special
election ballots must be certified by: the respective political

Larty Lo the appropriate slection commissicners by noon on

This is the same election schedule the House of

esentatives will use for its 1997 special elections. Use of

in
i
1

the same schedules should increase voter turn our and prevent
confusion among potentizl candidates and voters, and is fair to

everyone,

17
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APPENDIX B
DISTRICT 28
Area Population
Dillon County
BEOMUIDM. ot ciaidlie i e gt sy s e 437
CAROLINA Lt oty nny aviai e aisme s asiai s st s oot st 521
PARL RN o e s e e e A e 2,939
ELONDIBLE o voomnr s weosat s oot S A I S T R 913
PURES oo o pos s A SR A RS T88
ERABIDNES L oot i e o oS0 g o ot WA 523
HAMER  soone st s e s o8 AB0E 0t e e oo meeses et ot 0 1,201
e SN 043
LAJKE VIEW & i st o ns v ignsnnis o ooe o sosisismmm bt o e 2:122
BEANNING & 500 vianimny v vomsomsisvins e ors ai e et sia 5gs st s s ot s it g 671
B 2,708
OARLABR .. peo s s e e S SRS s o, S oy s 065
PERSSANTHILL wsmimrume vmentnu s st B g o A 380
SOUTH DILLON
Tract 9704.00
Blocks: 4104, 4108, 410C,
410D, 411, 4124,
4128, 412C, 413A,
413B, 414, 4154,
4138, 4164, 4168,
418A, 421, 422, 423,
424 425, S18BA, 5194,
R R e e S 221
Florence County
e L P Y 099
HIGHHILL
Tract 0020,00
Blocks: 301, 302, 303, 304,
306, 312, 313, 314,
315, 316, 317,318,
319, 220, 321, 322,
323, 324,359, 360 . 0t 433
Tract 0023.00
Blocks: 308, 306, 318, 322,
323, 324, 325, 318,
327, 328, 329, 330,
331, 332, 333,334,
335; 336, 337, 338,
i L e TS 341

[
(L8}




JOHNSONVILLE
Tract 00159,00
Blocks: 303, 304, 305, 3064,
306B, 306D, 307, 310,

Horry County

311, 312, 313, 314,

315, 318A, 318B. 333,

334, 333, 336A. 336B,

337, 340, 341, 342,
343, 345, 346, 348,
349, 350, 351, 352,
401A, 401B, 4024,
402B, 402C, 4034,
403B, 404, 4054,
405B, 406, 407, 408,
409, 410, 411, 412,
413, 414, 415, 416,
417, 418, 419, 420,
421, 422, 423, 424,
501, 502, 503, 504,
505, 506, 507, 508,
509, 510, 511, 512,
513, 514, 515, 516,
5§17, 518, 5194, 519B,
5204, 520B, 521, 522,
523, 524, 525, 526,
537, 528, 601, 602,
603, 6044, 604B,
604C, 6047, 605, 606,
607, 608, 609, 610,
611, 612, 613, 614,
615, 616, 617, 618,
619, 620, 621, 622,
623, 624, 625, 626,
627, 628, 629, 630,
631, 632A, 632B,
632C, 633, 634A,
6348, 635A, 633B,
636, 637A, 6378,
638A, 6388, 619, 640,
641, 642A, 642B,
642C, 642D, 643,
6444, 6448, 645,

646A, 6468 . .. ...
71 20 S Ao R

7 S Ay

2.642
1,021
820
740



ATLANTICBEACH ... oo 344
AYNOR.  § oo rimg me s pr s s oot s « o s e e e o v |.683
BROOKSVILLE ........ T R T R e s - [.613
LHERIEY TROVE o simes a2 2657
R SPRINGSE oot a0 0 0 001 tmem o oo st e 6212
CRESCENTBEACH .. .. ooo o i [.778
i D 1.026
HOGBLURE 00 e o nmimeince oo sssasnsssess s i s i A i o s 01 Q18
G Ll R N SRR I [.234
o BRI O I . 2386
EBEMEZBR, 4 s o smssse s e 00 m0 s (0 0 S b s gl o 480
T PR 820
B N Ao 5 S e 258
81320 e e S Ao 1,659
HOMEWOOD' L4ttt enin e e e e aiee e et e e e e e s e e e s e 970
L T 279
JERNIGANS CROSS ROADS .« ..ot 873
JIREYANVILLE oo m o s e e s s s e 525
JEYNERSWAME . C i o e R S S e T 422
LITTLERINER. o, v s i 5 S 5 prm o ol a 2,762
METHODIST BHEOBETH . o555 55 3w i 05 055 e vie s vim mmmne g 577
O T (AU 280
UL B ) L e 582
M OUNT VERNON .« .t ot e e e e e e e 600
NIXONS CROSSROADS . ottt e et e e e 1,760
MRTEIN o om0 e S S BT e A s 243
L T L 1.680
BEERANAIINER . L i i e s S N e e 1,935
AN D, T S e e e e s s 519
B R e 385
s A B e | e R 1,022
SHELL oo b 4.8 0 mimoin mogim st 000,54 s om0 et et 5 50 e g e N B0
SPRING BRANUTH . Lo o o e e e e 317
SWEET HOME ..ot o aom sosie a5 toes foe b s s o0 Eoir s e S o 6ea b ety 927
VA LORRNILEE v s v e s e 6 e S T e, 45 s et 3 e 487
WANIEEE. i s s s S S i o s s T T e e 1,721
WENERY B, st wad s 3 i B e S 0 T i e 1,528

Marion County
BRITTONS NECK
Tract 9508.00
Blocks: 144, 181, 187, 184,
185, 190, 191, 194,
185, 240, 242, 244,
245; 246, 247, 248,
249,253, 254, 255,
2586, 257, 258, 259,
260, 261, 262 283,

231




Tract 9304.00

Tract 3505.00

SOUTHEAST MULLINS

Marlboro County
ADAMSVILLE

Blocks:

Blocks;

309, 531E 513514,
515, 5186, 517, 518,

MY cepannssimsass

101, 102, 103, 104,
105, 106, 110, 111,
112, 113, 114, 115,
123, 124, 126A, 1268,
127, 128, 129, 130A,
I130B, 1314, 131B,
132, 133, 154, 135,
156, 157, 158, 159,
160, 161, 162, 163,
164, 165, 166, 167,

168,169, 170, 171 .. ..,

BUBNHEIN oo s s i s i o i e L s i B s

MCCOLL
TATUM

Williamsbure County

------------------------------------------------

EBENBEEER o oo s s s e s e s e i e e

22

94



DISTRICT 29
Area Population
Darlington County
POSTIORHL i S SIS0 5000 01e mam e e e a4 i 2,242
BURNT BRANCHBETHEL . ......... ... ... . 0o PR 5
CLYDE BLACKCREEK . ... \0iiniteee s oo i e PO D% |
DARLINGTON 1 ..ot e e e 491
PAREINETEIINE o osiecuctin s coas 0mwiere smas e e 4t A LSS L S Lo 1645
2L AR s T T N v. 279
DARLENOTON'G . oo e i e SR e s g S ey L 2.349
DARLINGEONSE o eeam s ot i s e e giio b, i 2871
DARERGTON G st 5 30 B0 et o moe ettt e 2,433
S 1,353
g B ¥ O 1.216
HARTEVILLE 283 . .o v mimovin o mscnts brmnst wiie e siems st et s s 5y 505008 1,143
L T T O 1,439
L R T T, 3,568
HEARTSVILLE © . oo aaam i simsyn s s me s e S rmasalien S 3,556
HARTEMILER Ticoiv imnnesmn s o deiaie s Sh sue s i~ = 2,014
HARTEVIELE BA: o s i o i 500 2 e o o 0 0 2,968
R N Ll BB L G L i a0 0 e 0808 ame ot rm e et rm e a e e gtcm e 2.515
HIGH HILL INDIAN BRANCH . ., o0 oot ot e e e e e e e 3,268
R LY T oW N e e et e 1,990
LARIE BWANIIE ., oo siommesitdon s s s e e ot G RS e s e s [.588
T U T 1,308
EAMAR -2 WEWRLAR SWAMP . . oo anie vs i s o s s e b i 2,078
MONT CLARE MECHANICSVILLE
Tract 0101.00
Blocks: 341, 343, 347, 349,
350, 352, 353, 354,
362, 363, 364, 363,
366, 367, 368, 3835,
L T 157
OATE PHILADEERHIA, .\ e i e m i s i s e e i 1,325
ROND HOLEOW NEW MABKET o cwime vt iy e So g iy 1.392
SWIFTGREER o oo st s U e e T 0 a e 1,447

Florence County

CARTERSVILLE
Tract 0025.00

Blocks: 101, 102, 103, 104,
105, (06, 107, 103,
108, 1104, 1108, 111,
112, 113; 114, 115,
116, 117,118, 118,
120, 121, 122, 123,

23




124, 115, 126, 127,
128, 129. 130, 131,
132, 133. 134, 135,
136, 137, 138, 139,
140, 141, 144, 145,
146, 147, 148, 149,
150, 151, 152, 153,
154, 155, 136, 157,
158, 159, 160, 161,

e e e P L [.478
GLENWOOD
Tract 0015.02
Blocks: 301, 302, 303, 304,
303, 306, 314, 345,
346, 347, 348 L L L e 564
SAVANNAH GROVE . . ..ottt oo 2,787
FR0C T (R S 1 VNSO NG 4,642
Lee Counry
ASHLANEY oo v v s s s Ol st 233
BISHOPVIELE ] oo om oo mms o rias s i 00 sl s b 20 1,031
BISHOPMILERD i 5 b i 0 S0 maie mmn vt ot oo 1,317
= b5 120,14 3 8 B o e P 1,330
BISHOPVILLE 4 . . o i ettt oo besiean sas s v o s e e e s oo 1,946
CEDAR CREEK
Tract 9802.00
Blocks: 254, 253, 236, 257,
2o e R RS e e 6l
R O o o s T T T O T Ol 0 L e o e e 667
e S T e R R A T o e e e 808
i e e 1,302
MANVILLE
Tract 9803.00
Blocks: 302, 303, 3104, 305,
306, 307, 308, 309,
310, 311, 312, 313,
314,315, 316, 317,
318, 319, 320, 321,
L o e a0, 3 mm s o B BTt BB ot 1 238
B8] 20 e B | Ry e Iy o RN | U S 304
0 = T 2
DS PRI T T AT s s 5 e s s s S e ) o e D S 75,619
PERCEMTMARIATION cvrmesisiyaamne v i s it s s ns S e e -0.236

I
i



DISTRICT 31

Area Fopulation
Chesterfield County
CASH

Darlington County
MONT CLARE MECHANICSVILLE
Tract 0101.00
Blocks: 357, 358, 359, 360,
361, 383, 384, 186,
388, 389, 190, 391,
3592, 393, 3194, 395,
A 111
Tract 0113.00
- Blocks: 101, 102, 103, 104,
105, 106, 107, 108,
109, 110, 111, 112,
113, 114, 115, Lis,
117, 118, 119, 128,
121, 122,174, 124,
125, 126, 127, 128,
129, 130, 133, 134,
135, 136, 137, 138,
139, 201, 202, 203,
204, 205, 208, 207,
208, 209, 210, 211,
212, 213, 214, 215,
218, 217, 218, 219,
220, 221, 222, 223,
224, 225, 226, 227,
228, 229,230, 131
232, 2133, 234, 235,
236,237, 238, 239,
240, 241, 242, 243,
244, 245, 246, 247,
248, 249,250, 251,
252, 253,254,255,
236, 257, 258, 259,
260, 261, 262, 763,
264, 265, 266, 2467,
268, 269, 270, 271,
272,273, 274, 275,
276, 277, 278, 280,
281, 282, 285, 286,
281,295, 294, 297,
I e i e R 5 T SRR O 1



PAEMETTEE oS a5 a5 mh e rssermmseraer e

Florence County
BACK SWAMP o siciti i a o e S 00 U0 s e o oom g s s st
BROOKGREEN
Tract 0001.00
Blagks: 102, W0T' . coconasmaimn oo wsmaiss v v
Tract 0003.00
Blagks: 21002128 cosvinaiiian i o
CLAUSSEN
Tract 0016.02
Blocks: 201, 202, 203, 204,
205, 206, 207, 208,
209, 210, 211, 212,
213, 214, 215, 2186,
217, 218, 219, 220,
23], 222333994
225,226,227, 228,
229, 230, 231, 232,
233, 234, 235, 238,
237, 238, 239, 240,
241, 242, 243, 244,
B 4w e & e R e S
COLES CROSS ROADS
Tract 0006.00
Blocks: 1014, 101B, 101D,
IGIE, 101F, 102B,
1034, 1038, 105, 107,
108, 109, 110, 111,
L12A, 112B; 113A,
1138, 114, 115, 116,
117, 118, 119, 120,
121, 122, 123, 124,
201, 202A, 202B, 203,
204, 205, 2068, 2078,
20BB, 2098, 210, 2171,
212B; 217C, 217D,
218, 2198, 219C,
2208, 221, 227 IA2A,
3028, 302F, 30206,
302H, 303, 304B,
3035B, 305C, 305D,
306A, 3068, 306C,
306D, 3074, 307C,
307D, 308, 309, 3108,
3 O
Tract 0014.00

28

=.8350
1195

1

104

B0

405

=

Tl



Blocks: 101A, 101C, 110,
113, 1178, 1 184,
118D, 3014, 301C.
3068, 401C, 402D,
307A, 507B, 307C,
507D, 508, 509, 510A,

3108, 510C, 513,514 .. ..o 778
i A 1,110
EIWARDE Qi3 3550 500 0 v 10 gt ekt 495 st At [.264
DELMAE 2ol baiiini s popom s o oidsbais s st 03 4218
B ER i  mrestce s o eosos S SR A o T e 4,803
FERBIOHAM. o o n e soonpmn oo S S e g2z
EVERGREEN .ovpore s omwsmp s i s 0 800 g g T i 1,404
FLORENCE WARD 10
Tract 0003.00
Blocks: 212A413A ... ... .. ... ... ... ... . g
Tract 000800 i
a0 RSSO | . ]

FLORENCE WARD 11
Tract 0011.00
Blocks: 104, 109, 110, 111,
112, 113, 114, 115,
116, 117, 118, 119,
120, 121, 123, 123,
601, 602, 603, 604,
603, 606, 607, 608,
609, 610, 611, 612,
613, 614, 615, 6186,
617, 618, 619, 620,

BREBRRIBT oI mrn v e asetoreimenen o raree 1,266
EEEMMENCE WARDILD - oocusvme s s SO e o oo e TR 2,038
FLORENCE WARD 14 . oo 0 siiia a0 il w v sviee s 3,037

FLORENCE WARD 15
Tract 0006.00
Blocks: 101C, 1024, 104,
L06, 2064, 2074,
20BA, 2094, 212A,
213,214, 215, 216,
2174, 217B, 2194,
2204, 301, 302C,
3020, 302E, 3021
3044, 3054, 305E,
3035F, 305G, 303H,
3078, 3104, 313, 314,
S - e 1.068
Tract 0007.00

Tract 0014.00

27



Blggkss AOIR. ..o v i
FLORENCE WARD 4
Tract 0010.00
Blocks: 213, 214, 218, 220,

121,232,223, 224,
225, 301, 302, 303,
304, 305, 306, 307,
308, 309, 310, 311,
312, 313, 314, 315,
316, 317, 318, 319,

...............................

FLORENCE WARD 5
Tract 0002.0]
Blocks: 111, 3014, 3024,
302B, 3034, 3038,
303C, 309, 310A,
3108, 3114, 312,
SIBACIITA L
Tract 0002.02
IO IO B | e e i
Tract 0011.00
Blocks: 207, 2C8, 210,211,
212,213, 214, 215,
216, 217,218, 219,
220, 301, 302, 308,
307, 308, 309, 310,
311, 312,313, 314,
313, 316, 317, 318,
319,320, 325, 327,
328, 329, 330, 701,
7102A, 7028, 702C,
702D, 703A, 03B,
T03C, T04A, 7048,
705, T06A, TOEB, 707 ...\ oo
Tract 0012.00
Blocks: 1234, 126A, 128,
129, 130 v v vviimies iy i s i s e
FLORENCEWARD 6 .. ... .................. . ... . ~"""
FLORENCEWARD 7 ... oo
FLORENOE WARDIB . . icovremome s st s i s S i s s
FLORENCE WARD 9
Tract 000E.00

PRIENDEIELD -t 00 05 3 st o e e ereoe s et
LB b e e e S
HIGHHILL

Tract 0023.00



MARS BLUFF 2
Tract 0003.00
BIOEkES SO0t s oo s s 5
Tract 0004.00
Blocks: 248, 249, 150, 251,
253,253, 254, 255
2536, 257,158, 239,
301, 302, 303, 304,
303, 306, 307, 308,
309, 310, 311, 312,
313, 316, 319, 320,
21, 329, 330, 331,
32, 333, 334, 335,
By B3 386 e S s e 355
MCALLISTER MILL
Tract 0020,00
Blocks: 111, 112, 113, [14,
- 132,133, 134,138 . . .. . 195
Tract 0022.01
Blocks: 501,502, 503,504 .,,... .. ... ... ... . | 36
Tract 0024.98
Blocks: 412, 413, 414, 4185,
416, 436, 437, 438,
439, 440, 441, 442,
L R 345
QUINBY
Tract 000300
Blecks: 201, 217, 301, 302,
303, 3054, 3058, 308,
308, 309, 312,313,
314,315, 316, 317,
401, 402, 403, 404,
403, 408, 407, 408,
409, 410A. 411, 4124,
Uit R T e 529
SALEM
Tract 0023.00
Blocks: 146, 149, 150, 168,
e R SFTRE SP RO 223
Tract 0024.98
Blocks: 201, 202, 203, 204,
203, 2046, 207, 208,
209, 210, 215, 216,

217, 218219, 320
T T R e O A 1.619
SPAULDING
Tract DO0O3.00

28



Tract 000300

TANSBAY .......0uun.

WEST FLORENCE
Tract 0001.00

Tract 0002.01
Blocks:

ivlarlboro County
BROWNSVILLE .. .viewwn
EAST BEWNETTSVILLE . ..
QUICKS CROS55 ROADS . ..
REDHILE coma i wuann
SOUTH BENNETTSVILLE . .
WALLACE
Tract 9601.00
Blocks:

j01B

st 103, 104, 105, 106,

108, 109,110, 111,
112, 113, 114, 115,
116, 117, 118, 119,
120121, 123, 123,
124, 125, 126, 127,
128, 129, 130, 131,
IR I35 v mamniim vrmieese s e 1,551

105A, 105B, 106,
107, 108, 102, 110,
112, 201, 202, 203,
204, 205, 206, 207,
208,-209, 210, 211,
212,213, 214, 213,
216, 217,218, 219,
220, 221, 3018, 302C,
303D, 303E; 303F,
303G, 304, 3035, 306,
307, 308, 311B, 3138,
O P P it ) S e 1,575

135, 136, 137, 138,
139, 140, 141, 142,
143, 144, 145, 146,
147, 148, 149, 130,
I5T; 152,153,134,
155, 136, 157, |38,
159, 160, 161, 162,
163, 164, 163, 166,
167, 168, 168, 170,
171, 180, 181, 182,
[53, 184, 185, 186,
187, 188, 189, 190,

30



— e e s

191, 192, 193,
]95,[46,]91
249, 352, 253,
135, 256, 257.
259, 260, 261,
263, 264, 265,
267, 268, 269,
271, 272, 373,
275, 276, 277,
279, 280, 281,
283, 284, 285,

184,
246,
254,
258,
262
266,
270,
274,
278,
282,
286,

287, 288, 289, 2910,
291, 292, 293, 294,
2 e 1,227
WESTBENNETTSVILLE .. .. .., . ... ... .. ... oo 4,910
DISTRICT TOTAL .. ... BT B S ] 76,014
PERCENT VARIATION ..o sntssse s s 80 88a tan s oo oo 0.285



DISTRICT 32
Area Population
Florence Counry
e W 1397
e s L st T AR S 1.36]
s Wislebp Ol e 2413
PENEEIRER s St 3443
Georgetown County
i PV s s, [ R I - |
ANDREWS ..., . ="' L e 3.038
AR s i T 1,247
o v M L 1315
AR LT s sy o A e 2281
AR b e LS e S 166
e e W 746
s LI N o il 1,557
e ORGSR 1121
il e 709
KENSINGTON
Tract 9806.00
e ]
MURRELLS INLET
Tract 9804.00
O B st RS i s e st 0
e LN L il o 463
A R T —————— L i 050
PLANTERSVILLE
Tract 9804.00
Blocks; 177, 178, 179, 180,
181, 183, 203, 205,
206, 207, 208, 209,
210, 249, 251, 252,
233, 254, 255, 258,
257, 258, 259, 260,
261, 262, 263, 264,
265, 266, 269, 271,
272, 273, 174, 275,
276, 277, 278, 282.
Cad T T —————— 876
i e B HILE iy s St . 1,344
FOTATO BED FERRY . . . . e R e S 694
v 1 P N e sl 1413

SANTEE
Tract 980%.00

32




Blocks:

154, 155, 156, 157,
158, 159, 160, 161,
162, 163, 164, 165.
166, 167, 168, 169.
170, 171, 175, 186,
188, 303, 304, 305,
308, 307, 308, 305,

310, 311, 312, 313

i e 572
SPRING GULLEY . B 3210
Homy Counry
ARSI e 335
JAMESTOWN
Tract 0704.00
Blocks: 1144, 114E, 14c,
114D, 115, 118, 117,
N i L 223
Tract 0705.00
Blocks: 124, 125, 128, 127,
128, 129, 130, 150,
151, 152, 153, 134,
135, 156, 214, 215,
S 383
Tract 070600
Blacks: 132, 133, 134, [35,
SO o sy, 253
A O EON wcsssioziing, o DT e s [.046
AT L T gy 1,566
e e L 2441
PRRINR vt e et R 873
Williamsburg County
e 4588
ity VAL s A 032
I e [.166
o AP eansiana T s 546
e e S 664
O A s e A DS 601
R S s i AT S 2,192
e A D 424
s Fhr st s ams Sk B g e A 1 S08
e e 2,453
HENRY POPLAR N T TN 880
e P M 2,232
N e A 4,204
Rl R e L Ll 1,835
BRRIERB R st gy e O ek 5,586




LANE
LENUDS

MUDDY CREEK
NESMITH

FERGAMOS
PINEY FOREST
SALTERS
SANDY BAY
SINGLETARY
SUTTONS

24

....................

........................






DISTRICT 34
Area

Charleston County
AWENDAW .. ..
CHRIST CHURCH 3
CHRIST CHURCH 5
CHRIST CHURCH 7

Tract 0046.04

CHRIST CHURCH 9
ISLE OF PALMS |

ISLE OF PALMS 2

MCCLELLANVILLE |
MCCLELLANVILLE 2
MOUNT PLEASANT |
MOUNT PLEASANT |
MOUNT PLEASANT 1

MOUNT PLEASANT 2
MOUNT PLEASANT 3
MOUNT PLEASANT 4
MOUNT PLEASANT 5
MOUNT PLEASANT 6
MOUNT PLEASANT 7
MOUNT PLEASANT 8
MOUNT PLEASANT 9

5T JAMES - SANTEE
SULLIVANS ISLAND

Georgetown County
GEORGETOWN 1
GEORGETOWN 2
GEORGETOWN 3
GEORGETOWN 4
GEORGETOWN 3
GEORGETOWN 6
GEORGETOWN 7
KENSINGTON

Tract 9803.00

.................

Blocks: 1094, 1098, 105C,
109E, 109F, 109G,
109H, 1091, 109K,

110, 111, 501A, 501B,

502, 5034, 503B,
503C, 503D, 503E

.....................

0

S T e R e

................................

...............................................

Blocks: 350, 354, 355, 356,
357, 358, 401, 402,
503, 404, 405, 406,

35

.......................

.......................

.......................

Population




407, 408, 409, 410,
211, 4132, 413, 414,
#13. 416, 417, 418,

419, 420 422

423 434 425 436,

417,428 420 430,

431, 432, 433, 434,

33, 436, 437, 438,

9, 440, 441, 442,

3, 444, 501B, 302,

% SRR s R R S B S cee 1340

1=y
1 TP d g

Tract 9806.00
Blocks: 201, 202, 205, 2086,
207, 208, 209, 210,
211, 212,213, 214,
2E530VE Q2B | L s e e 263
MURRELLS INLET
Tract 9804.00
-Blocks: 185, 186, 187, 188,
189, 190, 191, 192,
183, 194, 195, 194,
e R e e R R R e o a3
Tract 9803.00
Blecks: 101, 102, 103, 104,
105, 106, 107, 108,
109, 110, 111, 112,
113, 114, 115, 116,
117,118, 119, 120,
121, 122, 123; 124,
125, 126, 127, 128,
129, 130, 131, 132,
133, 134, 135, 136,
137, 138, 139, 140,
141, 142, 143, 144,
145, 146, 147, 148,
149, 150, 151, 152,
153, 154, 155, 156;
157, 158, 139, (&0,
161, 162, 163, 164,
165, 166, 167, 168,
169, 170, 171, 172,
173, 174, 175, 176,
177, 178, 179, 180,
181, 182, 183, 184,
LES, 186, 187, 188,
L82, 190, 191, 192,
193, 194, 195, 194,
197, 201, 202, 203,

36




204, 205, 206, 207,
208, 209, 210, 211,
213, 213, 214, 215,
216, 217, 218, 219,
220, 221, 222, 223,
224, 225, 301, 302,
303, 304, 305, 306,
307, 308, 309, 31D
311, 312, 313, 314,
315, 316, 317, 318,
319, 320, 321, 322,
323, 324, 325, 326A,
326B, 327, 328, 329,
330, 331, 332, 333,
334, 335, 336, 337,
338, 339, 340, 341,
342, 343, 344, 345,
346, 347, 348, 349,
350, 351, 356, 370,
371, 372, 373, 374,
375, 376, 377, 378,
379, 380, 403, 404,
405, 406, 407, 408,
409, 410, 411, 412,
413, 414, 415, 418,
417, 418, 419, 420,
421, 422, 423, 424,
425, 426, 427, 428,

O 4,343
PAWLEYS ISEANDI 1 102055 {nieinie v osceeeer e et omaros s are o st s s 1,387
PAWLEYSISLAND 2 ... ...ttt e 1,679
PAWLEYSISLAND 3 ... ittt 1,300
B R T 871

PLANTERSVILLE
Tract 9804.00
Blocks: 201, 202, 204, 267,
268, 270, 279, 280,
281, 283, 284, 285,
2B6, 287, 288, 289,
290, 291, 292 243,
90,307 s e e R R T T 40
SANTEE
Tract 9808.00
Blocks: 172, 173, 174, 176,
183, 184, 185, 196,
197, 301, 302, 3is,
317,318, 319, 320,
321,322,323, 324,
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325, 326, 327,
329, 330, 331.
333, 334, 335,
337, 338, 339,
341, 342, 343,
345, 346, 347,
349, 350, 351,
353, 354, 355,
357, 358, 350,
361, 362, 363,
363, 366,

367,
369, 370, 371, 372,
373, 374,

375, 376,
377, 378, 379, 380,
381, 382, 383, 334,
385, 386, 387, 188,
389, 390, 391, 392,
393, 394, 395, 395,

328,
332,
336,
340,
344,
348,
352,
356,
360,
364,
368,

T o B e e g s e o 833
WIRVALBAY, oo o wos i Eobing e AR 553 891
Horry County
CRDEN DI o sttt 400 i s 2,323
GARDEN CITY £ SRS ¢ R IS 1.22]
T el I S 3,592
Sy el S R O i 3279
SOCASTEE |
Tract 0515.00
Blocks: S10.426, 518 ., 1.0 v s s ims e s 577
Tract 0516.00
Blocks: 101, 102, 103, [04,
R e 117
S e PR wsuii ) i PR 2,191
SR BRRAC s g A 1,563
SiRlog o 1,414
RURESIDE BEACH ¥ p v s s st i e S 4,337
DISTRICT TETAE somnommmeomba I 0, o S S S 76,279
PERCENTYRBIARON wioocstsaitiys s msmsmesmmss s s e 0.633
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DISTRICT 37

Area Population
Berkeley County
oy PRSI 1,205
L TR e et R 357
=il SRR GRS e S 2,692
CAINHOY
Tract 0204.02

Blocks: 132, 133, 134, 135,

136, 137, 138, 139,

140, 141, 143, 144,

145, 146, 147, 151,

152, 155, 138, 137,

158, 159, 163, 165,

|66, 167, 168, 178,

177, 178, 179, 180,

181, 182, 183, 184,

185, 186, 187, 188,

189, 190, 191, 192,

193, 194, 195, 198,

201, 202, 203, 204,

205, 206, 207, 208,

209, 210, 211, 212,

221,222, 223, 224,

235, 226, 227, 228,

229, 230, 231, 232,

233, 234, 235, 2385,

237, 238. 239, 240,
BAL GRG0 4 w1 e s s e .. 1570
R DERVIELE et s s it i e s oo i o 20 1,407
S T s L L 2,738
PORE RO 0 05 s s bt i e TR 983
{IUBERORS ROAD. . 1o s st sty ¢ o A 2,380
it SRS TR S e G 1,269
DMESTOWI v o 5 B 14 S g g o P J6(
LEDAMEN: - e e S R i SRS 678
L NIy 2,229
EERETH, o0t ot uis's Suiaih o memomas snta et ot St o 1,169
SUETDTES CORNER 0500 1 1 sttt e 9,896
COSBLENILLE (5o e s e oo st semot e e o T 1,941
eGSR S o 4,223
SIMLERVIELE oo st s o S g RS 433
WASSAMASEAW o ccorosmmnnss v s m B o 2,804




Charleston County

I O s s s 793
CHRIST CHURCH§ . I R | HERE
CHRIST CHURCH 7
Tract 0046.0]
Blocks: 319, 320, 321, 322
336, 357, 360, 3634,
363B, 364, 365, 368,
367, 374, 375, 376,
4014, 4018, 401C,
B 214
Tract 0046.04
Blacks: 109D, cmsammomiviggy o ; i
Colleton County
e 602
ETe TR o st Ay e e S 2,614
e e b 324
HORSE PEN , ... .. i A 608
S s s Az sy 677
e T L 1.015
s e S e 497
RITTER
Tract 9706.00
Blocks: 301, 302, 503, 504,
503, 306, 507, 508,
511, 513, 514, 513,
il6, 517, 518, 519,
520, 521, 322, 523,
524, 525, 526, 527,
518, 529, 530, 531,
332, 533, 535, 336,
237, 538, 539 540,
341, 542 543 544,
348, 549, 550, 551,
552, 553, 554, 3535,
356, 558, 559, 560,
361, 562, 563, 564,
563, 366, 574, 375,
e 857
e T T e 6837
e N N i 390
STOKES .. ,..... .. S R T 710
WF&LTEHBGRDE T R N e S S ST e 2,694
WALTERBORO2 ..., .. . .. R e R TN ST 500 wreren e 3,303
WATTERBOROS 5ot 50t o s s s T 2 2,898
S SERBORDS Wit st st A2 2 4,006
WORRR BRI 5000y e g T 503




Dorchester County
BEECH HILL

Tract 0108.01

CAROLINA . .,
DELEMARS | .
GIVHANS . ..

GROVER NO.3
RIDGEVILLE .
ROSSES ...,

Blocks: 142, 143, 189, 191,
192, 225B, 264, 263,
266, 267, 268, 269,
270, 271, 272, 273,
TABLIB L .

.................................................
.................................................
.................................................

................................................




DISTRICT 38

A s
Area Population

Berkeley County
WIDE AWAKE
Tract 0207.04

Blocks: 502, 503, 504, 503,
506, 507, 508, 509,
310, 511, 512, 513,
214, 515, 516, 517,
218, 519, 520, 521,
322, 523, 524, 525,
326, 527, 528, 529,
330, 531, 532, 533,
534, 535, 536, 537,
538, 539, 540, 541,

- 542, 543, 544, 545
546, 547, 548, 548,
533, 554, 555, 558,
357, 592, 593, 594,
601, 602, 603, 604,
603, 606, 607, 608,
609, 610, 611, 612,
613, 614, 701A, 7018,
T01C, 7024, 702B,

R T T 13,784
Charleston County
e T ——— 3,133
SNCOERHILEE 4y s wmsscs masmmassmtsiiat s B e T R T 1,050
Dorchester County
e 4,007
BEECH HILL
Tract 0105.00

Blocks: 329, 331, 332, 333,
B oot o R SRR 1 e e e st e 254
Tract (108.01
Blocks: 101, 102, 103, 104,
105, 106, 107, 108,
109, 110, 111, 112,
113, 114, 115, 116,
117, 118, 119, 120,
121, 122, 123, 124,
125, 126, 127, 128,
129, 130, 131, 132,
133, 134, 135, 136,
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137, 138, 139, 140,

141, 144, 145, 146,

147, 148, 149, 150,

151, 152, 153, 154,

153, 156, 157, 158,

159, 160, 161, 162,

163, 164, 165, 166,

167, 168, 169, 170,

171, 172, 173, 174,

175, 176, 177, 178,

179, 180, 181, 182,

183, 184, 185, 186,

MV BB A o siemsmmmns ims s
CLEMSON ... . ... 0
CORSTAL o e i sinisco e ssnsos B B S S T et
DORCHESTER oot sssis s et ST TR e 2 2
ELOWERTOWM. - ciroirisss kot 00010 1 1o e s e 3
SEEMAMTOWR st bl L0005 1 oom sttt st £
CEREENINANVE (-2 050505 bih s o7 e e e it et s et e
GREGG -

Tract 0108.05
Blocks: 101, 102, 103, 104,

105, 106, 107, 108,

109, 110, 111, 112,

113, 114, 115, 1186,

117, 118, 119, 120,

121, 122, 123, 124,

Q09A, 909B, 910, 911,

912, 913, 914A, 914B,

914C, 915, 920A.,

9208, 920C, 920D,

920, 920F, 920G,

020H, 921, 922, 9234,

923B, 924A, 924B,

924C, 9254, 925B,

925C, 925D, 925E,

o b o] T S

Trace 0108.06
Blocks: 701C, 702, 703, 704,

705, 706, 707, 708,

R b e 7 o e
IROMOATE. o5 onieims v b s s e S L o e A S
BMIGRESVILLE oot R M 00 s b g WP S
MEWING TN oo st U000 g o eras e o R
NORTHSUMMERVILLE .. .. ... ... ... ... ... ...
O

2T O P




TROLELEENY o s siismmtms s mom a1y e e W e e W 4,115
D R A Y i o el e o T R S Y M, 5w 0 0 0 S A e 4,183

BISTRICT TOTAL v v e vowive ee s s s s siaiabin S e RS e e

PERCEMT VARTATION et biviais s o s sin wis st s ansisssay 402 tmes sp e v ories0r.a % b 308 0.508




DISTRICT 44
Area

Berkeley County

Population

e L 2,461

CAINHOY
Tract 0204.02

Blocks:

142, 175, 197, 213,
214, 215, 216, 217,
218, 219, 220, 242,
243, 244, 245, 246,
247, 248, 249, 251,
256, 257, 258, 259,
260, 261, 262, 263,
264, 265, 266, 267,
268, 269, 270, 271,
272, 273, 274, 275,
276, 277, 278, 279,
280, 281, 282, 286,
287, 288, 289, 290,

L e O

CARNES CROSS ROADS .. ...y 5,180
GOOSE CREEK T <000 i v v s oompomemm ot st tonie s m bt 8,764

GOOSE CREEK 2
Tract 0208.01
Elocks:

Tract 0208.02
Blocks:

601, 602, 606, 607,
608, 610, 611, 624,
625, 626, 627, 628,
629, 630, 631, 6324,
632B, 6334, 633B,

L O,

101, 102, 103, 104,
103, 106, 107, 108,
109, 110, 111, 112,

113, 1144, 114B, 115,
1164, 116B, 117, 119,

120, 121, 122, 123,
124, 125, 126, 127,
128, 129, 130, 131,
132, 133, 134, 135,
201, 202, 203, 204,
205, 206, 207, 208,
302, 303A, 3038,
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304A, 304B, 304C,
305, 306, 307A, 3078,

HRR5 TR, 326, B o actmms s S o 4,434
o e AR PN A 7511
SANIHON, e - o ik s AR S S 13,096
Lo R e s el 1.268
HIROROLIS .o o vt ot mon o s BN A SRR ek RS 1.966
WIDE AWAKE
Tract 0207.04
Blocks: 501, 550, 551, 552,
558, 559, 560, 541,
562, 563, 564, 565,
366, 567, 568, 549,
70,57, 572,573,
574, 575, 576, 577,
578, 579, 580, 581,
582, 583, 584, 585,
) 586, 587, 588, 589,
IR0, 9L, 595 . o vvrie v ve e e 4,235
Tract 0207.05
Blocks: 302, 303, 304, 305,
306, 307A, 307B,
307C, 308, 309, 310,
311, 312C, 314, 315,
504, 503, 506, 508,
SO9A, 509B, 510 .. .. 3,285
Tract 0207.06
Blocks: 304A, 304B, S01A,
2018, 501C, 5024,
302B, 503, 504, 5054,
505B, 506, 507, 601,
602, 603, 604, 605,
N 198
Charleston County
CHEIST CHURGEEL 53 cmsaaia 000 s v e e neatons et st s i |,BER
RIS T CHURCH 2 s 0505t e somros s o - 2,180
CHRIST CHURCH 7
Tract 0046.01
FIOSKE 37 oo mmimni s v e e G S ST 0
CHRISTCHURCHE voorainus i fm s e s+ o s o 7.248
DESREARIE v o oo vivm s i o R s S TS e Gy ot i I 5,771
NORTH CHARLESTON 20 .. ...ooiiiiiniiiie e s 1,564
NORTH CHARLESTON 21 & <& ot 0ihn s s v v eseeeoe e e s 727
NORTH CHARLESTON 22 . . ...ttt et e e 681
NORTH CHARLESTON 23 . . ..ot e ee e oo 1,195



APPENDIX C

Fopulation Summary Report

Taroerer Mamarssm meee:

Dist. Tpral 8lack Pct. Black Torallge Blackl8+ Fer. BlacklE+ Pct. Dew.
1 76, 341 7,133 8,42 60, 456 5,259 B.70 0.72
. 75,047 4, 6R4 6.24 56,098 3,345 5.88 ~0.99
3 75,744 B, 645 11.41 57,420 5,810 10.12 —-0.07
4 76,418 17,630 22,29 56,995 "11,775 20,86 0.82
5 76,379 1,173 9.39 57,633 4,847 8.41 Q.77
& 15,758 3,954 5.22 37,530 2, 60] 4.52 .05
7 75,054 3B, 851 21.90 55,013 26,265 47.74 -0.98
g 75,872 €,400 B.44 58,706 4,484 7.64 0.10
g 75,1598 17,554 23.34 35,801 12,170 21.81 =0.7%9

1o 76,463 23,975 d1.3€ 56,761 15,584 28.168 0_.88
1 T3,278 24,8589 33.02 36,054 16,809 29,95 -0.6%
12 75,834 11,322 14a._93 57,416. T.702 13.4]1 0.05
13 75, 650 10,890 1g.12 7,483 7,485 13.04 —-0.14
14 75,049 13,372 17.82 55,874 8,773 1570 =) 99
15 75,188 B, 658 11.52 55,793 5,817 10.43 =0.80
16 75,073 16,816 22.40 55,351 10, 944 19,77 -0.986
17 75, 1E5 43,302 57.61 53,782 28,910 53,75 -=0.83
18 75,197 21,824 29,02 56, L08 14,564 25,96 -0.739
19 75,126 51,319 68.31 54,937 35, 458 64,54 -0.89
20 76,518 14, 300 19.47 £0,873 10,5189 17.28 0.85
21 76,553 44,841 58.58 38,556 31,685 54.11 1.00
22 15, 650 14,058 1E.58 a5,437 8,018 16.27 =0.20
23 75,083 5,273 7.02 54,349 3,594 .61 -0.54
24 75,332 13,200 iy 54,%34 8,734 15.90 -0.81"
25 75,063 27,672 36.87 54,628 18,597 34.04 -0.97
26 75,042 12,004 le.0o0 55,521 7,789 14,03 -1.00
27 15,437 23,455 31.089 55;°155 15,776 2B.860 =0.48
28 7E,509 20,295 26.53 35,850 12, 6564 22.686 0,94
29 132,619 34,505 45.63 53,487 22,2186 41.54 -0.24
a0 75,623 46,518 6l1l.51 52,1893 29,886 57.26 -0.23
31 16,014 20,739 27.28 55,845 13,510 24.37 0.28
12 76,369 46,716 61.17 51, 28R2 28,941 56.46 0.75
a3z 76,471 10,976 14.35 57,648 6, 978 1Z2.10 0.89
34 16,2739 15,586 20,08 2B, 783 10,365 17.64 0.63
35 75,589 21,755 28.78 54,407 14,265 25,23 -0.26
38 75,388 £7,8997 63,67 53,040 31,987 60.31 -0.54
37 75,087 36,530 4B8.66 52,545 24,0892 45 81 =0.98
38 76,487 9,774 12.78 52,377 6,102 11.65 0.51
is 16,135 49,633 65.19 54,519 33, 955 62.28 0.44
40 76,068 34,406 45 .23 53,738 22,228 41 .37 0.38
41 16,530 9,460 12.36 58,804 6,053 10.386 0.97
a2 76,508 46,177 60.36 57,143 31,229 S4.65 0.93
43 75,5839 20,599 27.13 53, 908 12,5959 24,04 0.19
a8 76,524 9,497 12,41 55,130 6,128 11.12 0.96
45 76,544 47,555 6213 53,315 31,092 58.32 0.58
46 76,482 17,642 23.07 57,773 11,517 19,93 0.30
I - Lt L T N ST —— —————————
3,486,703 103988¢ 2566496 €91, 040 =0.01
Mean Deviation is: 507
Mean Percent Deviation is: 0.87
Largest Positive Deviation is: ThE 1.00 Percent




.........................
..................
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